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Honorable Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Dear Sir: 



This paper's filed in response to the official action dated July 24, 2002. 

REMARKS 

In the official action the Examiner asserts that the claims are directed to two patentably distinct 
inventions, which the Examiner identifies as belonging to groups I or II. The Examiner asserts 
that claims 1-10 and 19-28, directed to a laser system, fall into group I while claims 1 1-18 fall 
into group II. 



The applicant hereby provisionally elects the claims of group I, namely claims 1-10 and 19-28 
for examination in this application and requests reconsideration of the election requirement. The 
Examiner provides a rationale for making the non-unity objection, as he is required to do so by 
the rules of practice at the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office. The problem is, the rationale that 
the Examiner makes seems to be some sort of canned rationale which does not make sense in the 
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